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- CANTON MILLS, INC.
P. O. Box 97 ¢ Minnesota City, MN 55959
(507) 689-2131 * Toll Free (800) 328-5349 \
Fax (507) 689-2400

March 3, 2001

A\

‘FDA Commissioner

Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 305)
Food & Drug Administration

5630 Fishers Lane, Room 1061
Roc_kvﬂle, MD 20852

Dear Sir:

As Ilook at FDA rulings, it appears to me that if there is enough money to pay
lobbyists, almost anything will pass FDA. Genetically engineered food should be
banned at once along with bovine growth hormones used in dairy cattle. Our
fore1gn neighbors overseas and in Canada won't allow it’s-use. Why are we here
in the United States of stupid? Please read over the enclosed material.

- Sincerely,

Delmer C. Bunke
DCB:ams

Enclosures
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Mnre ques'ti‘ons about the safety of rhGH

BY JOEL MCNAIR

“Let science decide.” In
public debate over
biotechnology, the science-
should-rule mantra that
has long emanated from
private research labs,
corporate boardrooms,
land grant colleges and
from anyone else with.a
monetary stake in sphced

genes. Just get the science

out on the table, andlet
the facts be known. Simple
enough—especially. in the "
days when most anyone

" questioning biotechnology”

was not associated with-a
“respected” scientilic
institution. It was easy to
label naysayers as neo-
Luddite, tree-hugging
“kooks.”

But the simple “trust
science” argument seems
to have hit a snag. A
respected British scientist
was recently fired [rom his
university research post for
suggesting that ratsfed -
genetically engineered
potatoes for just 10 days
developed liver problems
and weakened immune
systems. Another Euro-
pean researcher is warning
that a common laboratory
process used to splice

* genes into a variety of

crops could itself be a
major human health
hazard. Scientific peers are.
nodding their heads in
agreement. ‘While many
other scientists strongly
disagree with these
suggestrons arguments
over the validity of the
various findings are
starting to.cloud what was
once a rather clear “trust :
science” stand.

In other words, it’s
getting tougher to label
naysayers as “kooks.”

The answer depends
entirely upon which |
country youask. US. -
government regulators
continue to assert that
rbGH poses no serious

_ health problems for cows

-use — basically -
“all of the stuff -
printed on the' '

and people. Yet govern-
ment bodies in Canada
and Europe with access to
the same research data
recently came to the
opposite conclusion. They

 said that rbGH poses too

many potential animal and
human health safety

| problems-to allow com-

mercial sale of the drug.
In January, Canada’s
health-agency announced

that it would not allow the

use-of tbGH because of
increased risk of. mastitis,
feet andleg - -
problems; drug

label of
Monsanto’s’
“Posilac” tbGH:
product.

' Human health wasn’t a

concern to the Canadian

| agency.

ButinMarch, a
Canadian Senate commit-

.| tee that last year held a

series of hearings on rbGH
issued a report stating that
human health is a concern.
Long:term human health
studies should be com-
pleted before tbGH is sold
in Canada, the Senate
commiftee asserted.

Also in March, two
Eugopean Union (EU)
commiittees issued research
reports that raised big

-questions about tbGH. The

EU’s Scientific Committee
on Animal Health and
Animal Welfare stated that
ibGH “should not be used
ondairy cows” because of
increased risk of mastitis
and other cow health
problems. The Europeans

complain that no valid,

long-term animal health
studies have been con-
ducted. It is a complaint
that directly contradicts
longtime U.S. Food and
Drug Administration
assurances that tbGH is
the most thoroughly
researched animal drug
ever to hit the market.
‘Same scientific data.

Different countries.
Completely diiferent
conclusions on animal
health.

Another EU committee
judging the human health
aspects of tbGH didn’t
directly say that the drug
poses too many concerns
to prevent approval.
However, the committee
did have concerns about

-the cancer-causing risks-of

insulin like growth factor-1
(1GF-1),a protem hor-

mone. Many.studies have
found elevated levels of
IGF-1 in breast and
prostrate cancer patients.
Tests have also shown that
IGF-1 concentrations,
increase markedly in milk
from cows treated with
rbGH.

“Followmg the globally
accepted concept of risk
assessment,” the EU
committee said that no
definitive statement can be
made about the potential

cancer risks associated with -
‘rbGH use. Like the

Canadian Senate commit-
tee, the Europeans believe
that additional study is
needed.”

Less than two months._
earlier, the U.S. FDA used
the same scientific litera-
ture to declare that-rbGH.
and IGF-1 pose absolutely
no health problems. FDA
Secretary Donna Shalala
said, “it is clear that IGF-1
is not the causative agent”
in prostate cancer.

Same research data.
Different countries.
Completely different
judgments as to the human
health safety of roGH.

Anyone who suggests
that science is pure truth -~
hasn’t spent much time

bouncing around the world
of genetically. engineered
bovine growth hormone.
Anyone who suggests that
the purity of rtbGH science
has not been compromised
by money and politics is

» gettmg paid to say exactly

that.
Perhaps this drfference

- of scientific opinion would
not matter all that much if

the dairy industry was not
moving toward a “global
market.” The latest EU and

‘ Canadran commrttee

' Government agencles in Canada and

" Europe recently concluded that rbGH
poses too many potentlal threats to the
health of animals and humans.

reports signal that neither
matket is ready to accept
rbGH anytime soon.
Important decisions are
expected later this year as
to.whether individual
nations can demand .
labeling or bar imports of
genetically engineered

‘foods. Early votes indicate

that some 125 countries

favor labeling, while the

U.S. has perhaps only five
allies in opposing such

| differentiation of gene-

spliced foods. International
opposrtron to genetrc

| engineering is flerce, and

growing.

Perhaps the U S. will
have to choose between
biotechnology and unfet-
teredaccess to global food
markets. That would indeed
be an interesting choice.

. Joel McNair is contrib-
uting editor to: The Milk-
weed, a monthly newsletter
for dairy farmers that
reports and analyzes dairy
market issues. For a free
copy and subscription

| information, call (608) 455-

2400, or write The Milk-
weed, PO Box 10; Brooklya

‘W1 53521. One year’s

subscription is $35.

Wisconsin Agriculturist April 1999 §
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Monsantos rBGH MI"( Puts Health of Natlon at RISk

CHICAGO-~A statement. issued by Samuel S. Epstein MD, Professor of
F__nvironrﬁental Medicine, University -of llinois School of Public Health and chairman of
the Cancer Prevention Coalilion, urged Lhe Food and Drug Administration (FDA) to

- remove BGH mitk from the United States marketplace.

Cmng a report issued by the Furopean Commission (EC), a scientific cornmittee
ﬂwat refies on meticuldus documentation to reach its conclusions, excess levels of nat-

urally occuriing Insulln like Growth Factor1 (IGE-1) are present in cows injected with

Monsanto's TBGH. The high levels of IGF-1 may. put. consumers at serious risk for
breast and prostate cancer, according to epidemiological studies.T! henepo' talso notes
that the use of antibiofics used to treat bovine mastitis in rBGH cows is um:ly to
spread antibiotic-resistant infections to the genetal population.

According to Epstein and the EC, the FDA's decisions regarding the safety of rBGH

i ik are largely based on unpublished Monsanto internal reports that claim hormonal

milk is safe.
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A€ @ yamveebe pon't Like
Roundu.s Ready Beans

Veteran farm writer C.F. Marley; who’s beén éovering

“everything ag” in Dlinois for more than 50 years and is stnl!
on the road nearly every day, recently called to tell-us about "
an unusual situation he had just observed. It seems he was. |

was situated near a pond. What Marley saw amazed him.-

one with- Roundup Ready beans and the other with
conventional beans. The Roundup beans were higher than
Marley’s waist-when he visited while the conventional beans
in the adjoining field were still just ankle high. Fhe fatmer:

\‘ _ { conventional béans, which resulted in a distinct line marking
] the boundary between the two crops.

! “I've never seen anything like it. What's amazing is that -
the field with Round Ready beans had been planted fo
told us the farmes whio owned the bean field did not want bis
can call him at 217:563-2588. ~ _; e

research report out of Iowa State Umversﬁy which reponedly

genetically-modified corn. - - o
k\uﬁkwmwéis=" f ‘uf_i'l

Whentwolocaldulersh:psclosedandpmtsbwamehardm :
find, three Fullerton, N, Dak ., farimers took mattérs into théir.
own hands. Theybuugmthedealemhlpsandrcopenedﬂnem '

Carl Larson, Rodney Lasson, and Jody Lacina boughitthe
Deeredealersbxpsml.aaneandEﬂendaIe Bothcitiesand
the state chipped in With grants and tax abatements, which-

made the deal work financially. City officials said.they
frequently spend mioney !:ymgw ture big busmesm, sothey

decided they should also do what they ¢ could to keep thelr,

existing, small busmesses

Did You Know ..

« X you multiply 111,111,111- times 111, 111,181 you get
12,234,678,987,654,3321.

. Cocz—Cola was ongmally g;een_

» The Quein Blizabeth 11 cruise lmer moves only 6 in. fO‘l‘
every 1 gal. of fuel it bums.

« The interstite bighway system, whu:h is ofﬁctally knovm
as the:Natiopal Defense Highway System, is designed so that
one mile in every five must be stmlght to be usable as airstrips-
in times of war. ‘ .

TS EENSTOIGET

visiting a farm near his horee base of Nokomis, tf. ’nlefa:mergs
asked Marley to take a Jook at a 50-zcre field of beans that -
o -dealer network.
Two varieties of beans were planted in adjoining plots ...

_explained that a flock of geese who live on the pond.had -
been grazing:on the beans all summer. "But they wouldn’t .
“"touch the Roundup Ready beans. All thoy wonld eat was the -

conventional beans the previous year, and the geese afe thers.
This year, they won’t.go.near that field,” says Matley, who gt

go ithmgs a differcnt way. E
name used. Marley says anyone who wants moxemfmmahon y

The report from Hlinois comes on the heels of a new !

confirms some of the data in earlier research concérning |
damage to Monaich butterflies: exposed to pollen from ;;

Evcry/“““*d wmpany in North A
CUston. .../ qulcker and less expens
toll-free npmbers, and fast shippin;
because they doa’t want [
to upset their existing
fmnet-dcaler'network. '

One of the fastest-
growing seed companies
inthe U.S. has never had

Heartland Hybrids sells
direct to farmers, a

- business method that L___
- allows it to offer the Free

. brids
latest hybrids at bargain ware

-prices. Thecompanybas  catat,
zqh stores and no dealers. custe
Ytgakes ordeks over the phone ai
: allows it to sell single cross see

BT apd Roundup Ready hybrids
The company also offers silage
: i Company president Jay Aspli
z buslness that sold seed th

Heatqand Hybrids seves

magazmes and has a comprehe
cafl to get 2 high-quality 4-colc
thatcommns the company’s see

i and free crop production an
'e¢mpany will also provide you

yoimr area who you can call to:

Heaxtland has been nearly «

( “Wevcbecomeoneofthefas
mtheconntrybecausewereea«
'1sopen24hrs ‘aday ~ and bec.

petfotm. Our low price is onls

" from-us,” notes' Asplin.

Contact: FARM SHOW Follo
Box J, Dassel, Minn. 55325 (j

-w.ww.heatﬂmdhybﬁds.com). '

'Ii‘agedy Befalls 1

 Heather ’l‘hmnas, an Iatio ranch
' toFARMSHOW faced a tertible
~her daughter was critically bume

of control. Andrea Thomas Dain
2 1/2-year-old daughter, works o
mother and fither. She will requ
skin grafting over 42 percent of
her recovery ‘will take at leass
Intermountain Bum Center in Sa

* nearly 400 miles from the Family

A fund has been set up by the «
many medical expenses not cove
Andren Thomas Daine Fund, Fi
819, Sahmon, Idaho 83467.

phone: 800-834-9665 » e-mall: ¢
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GE Fact Sheet & Guidelines for Grassroots Actxon

Hazards of Geneuca]ly Engmeered Foods and Crops:
* Why We Need A Global Moratorium

by: Ronnie Cummins, Organic Consumers Association

. The technology of genetic engineering (GE), wielded by These foods and crops a dispersed into the food chain
transnational “life science™ corporations such as Monsanto ‘ ; ‘acres of GE crops are

and Novartis; is the:practice of .altering-or drsruptmg the t ‘while up to 500,000 dairy
' -genetic blueprints of lrvrng orgamsms—-plants, g 5 COWS injected regularly with

‘animals, humans, microorganisms—-—patentmg onsanto’s nbinant Bovine Growth

.them, and then selling the resultmg gene- ' , 1 (tBGH): st supermarket processed
foods, seeds, or other products for profit: Life tposmve” for the presence of
science corporation : proclaim with great dition several dozen more
fanfare, that their new products will make
agriculture sustainable, eliminate world
hunger, cure‘diséase sastly improve:
public health. In reality, through their business
practices and political lobhying, the gene
engineers have made-it' _‘lear that they intend
to use GE to dominate and monopollze the
global market for seeds foods ﬁber and
medical products. :

GEisa revolutionary new. techiology still.in
its early experimental stages of development.
This technology has the power to break down
fundamental genetic barriers—not only
between specres—but between humaris,
animals, and'plants. By’ randomly insertmg together the genes
of non-related, -species— utilizrng viruses, antibiotic-resistant
genes, and bacteria as’ ‘vectors; markers, and promoters—and
permanently altering their genetic codes, gene-altered

' -organisms are created that pass these genetic changes onto ]
their offspring through heredity: Gene engineers all over the of GE foods and crops fall‘basrcally into three categories human

s‘tainable and organic agriculture.
sh. molecular scientist points out,

world are now snipping, inserting, recombining, rearranging, health hazards, environmental hazards, and socioeconomic
editing, and programming genetic material. Animal genes and hazards. A brief fook at the already-proven and likely hazards of
even human genes are randomly inserted into the GE products provides a convincing argument for why we need a
chromosomes of plants, fish, and animals, creating heretofore global moratorium on.all GE foods and crops. '

unimaginable transgenic life forms. For the first time in history,

transnational biotechnology corporations are becoming the e O T .
architects and “oWners" of life. TOX]IIS &P o1s0ns8
With little or no regulatory resiraints, labeling requirements, or Genetically engineered products clear[y have the potential to be
scientific protocol “bio- engineers have begun creating toxic and a threat to human health In' 1989 a genetically
hundreds of new GE “Frankenfoods” and crops, oblrvrous to - engineered brand of L-tryptophan;-a common dietary
human and envrronmental hazards; or negative supplement, killed 37 Americans and’ ‘permanently disabled or
sociogconomic rmpacts on the world’s several billion farmers afflicted more than 5; 000 others with a potentially fatal and
and rural vrllagers Despite an increasing number of scientists painful blood drsorder eosmophilia myalgia syndrome (EMS),
warning that current gene-. splicmg techniques are crude, before it was recalled by the Food ‘and Drug Administration. The
inexact, and; unpredictable—-and therefore inherently ~ manufacturer, Showa Denko, Japan’s third largest chemical

; dangerous——pro-biotech governments and regulatory » company, had for the first time in;1988-89 used GE bacteria to
agencies, led by the US, maintain that GE foods and crops are produce the over-the- counter stpplement. It is believed that the
“substantially equrvalent” to conventional foods, and therefore bacteria somehow became contaminated during the recombinant
require neither mandatory labeling nor pre-market safety- DNA process. Showa Denko has: already paid out over $2 billion
testing. This ‘Brave New World of Frankenfoods is frightening. in damages to EMS vrct|ms :

There are currently more than four dozen genetically

engineered foods and crops beirig grown or sold in the US. GE-Fact Sheet, page 1




In1999, front-page headline stories in the Brltlsh press revealed
Rowett Institute scientist Dr. Arpad Pusztai’s explosive research
flndmgs that GE potatoes, spliced with DNA from the snowdrop
“plant'and a commonly used viral promoter, the Cauliflower -
Mosait Virus (CaMv), are poisonous to mammals. GE—
snowdrop potatoes, found to be significantly different in chemical
composition from regular potatoes, damaged the vital organs and
immune systems of lab rats fed the GE potatoes. Most alarmmg
of all, damage to the rats’ stomach linings—apparently'a severe -
viral infection—most likely was caused by the CaMv viral
promoter, a promoter spliced into nearly all GE foods and crops

-Dr Pusztai’s pathbreaking research work
unfortunately remains incomplete {government
funding was cut off and he was fired after he
spoke to the media). But more and more
- scientists around the world are warning that
genetic. manipulation can increase the levels of .
natural plant toxins or allergens in foods (or
. create entirely new toxins) in unexpected ways
by switching on genes that produce poisons.
And since regulatory agencies do not currently ;
“require.the kind of thorough chemical and ]
feeding tests that Dr. Pusztai was conducting,
. consumers:have now become.involuntary ,
- guinea pigs in a vast genetlc expenment As Dr. )

target.. Now put a blmdfold on the man doing the. shootmg;and i

“that's the feality of the genetic engineer doing a gene msemen» S
> nutntnon For example the mltk from COoWS: rnjected with.-rBGH

" contalns higher levels of pus, bacteria, and fat. -

Increased Cancer R1sks iy

. £
in 1994, the FDA approved the sale of Monsanto’s controversial

_ dairy.cows to force them to produce more milk— even though
scientists warned that significantly higher levels (400-500% or
“more) of a potent chemical hormone, Insulin-Like. .Growth Factor

(IGF-1), in the milk and dairy products of injected cows, could
pose serjous hazards for human breast, prostate, and colon
cancer. A number of studies have shown that humans with
elevated levels of IGF-1 in their bodies are much more likely to-
get cancer. In addition the US Congressional watchdog agency,
the GAOQ, told the FDA not to approve rBGH, arguing that
increased antibiotic residues in the milk of rBGH-mjected Ccows
(resultmg from higher rates of udder infections requiring antibiotic
treatment) posed an unacceptable risk for public health. In 1 998,
“heretofore undisclosed Monsanto/FDA documents were released
by government scientists in Canada, showing damage to
laboratory rats fed dosages of rBGH. Significant infiltration of
rBGH.into.the prostate of the rats as well as thyroid cysts
indicated potential cancer hazards from‘the drug. Subsequently.
the government of Canada banned rBGH in early 1999. The. =~
European Union has had a ban in place since 1994. Although
rBGH contmues to be injected into 4-5% of all us dalry cows, no
other industrialized country has legalized its use. Even the GATT
| Codex Alimentarius, a nited Nations food standards body, has
- refused to certify that rBGH is safe.

Food Allergies

In 1996 a major GE food disaster was narrowly averted when

Nebraska researchers learned that a Brazil nut gene spliced into '

-'soybeans could induce potentlally fatal allergies in people

GE recombinant Bovine Growth Hormone (rBGH)—injected: mto |

sensitive to Brazil nuté‘ mmal tests of these: Braz:l nut-sphced
soybeans had turned up negative. People. with food ‘allergies

(which currently afflicts 8% of all American chlldren) whose

symptoms can range from mild unpleasantness fo sudden
death, may likely be harmed by exposure to foreign proteins
spliced into common food products. Since humans have never
before eaten most of the foreign proteins now bemg gene-
spliced into foods, stringent pre-market safety—testmg (including
long-term animal feeding and volunteer human feeding studies)
is:necessary in order to prevent a future public health disaster.

. Mandatory labeling is also necessary so that those suffering

from food allergies can avoid hazardous GE foods and so that
public health officials can trace allergens back
to-their source when GE- lnduced food allergies
- break out. Do :

| Daniage to F°°da11ty &

Nutrition -

A 1999 study by Dr. Marc Lappe publishe

the Journal of Medicinal Food found that .
concentrations of beneficie ytoestrogen
compounds thought to. protect agamst heart
disease and cancer were lower in genetlcally

: modrfled soybeans than.in tradmonal strains; These and other

Antibiotic Resistaﬁce‘f

When gene engineers splice a foreign gene info.a piant or

. microbe, they often link it to another gene, called an antibiotic

resistance marker gene (ARM), that helps determine’ if the first
gene was successfully spliced into the host organism. Some
researchers warn that these ARM genes might unexpectedly
recombine with dtsease-causmg bacteria or'microbes in the
environment or in the guts of animals or people who eat GE
food, contnbutmg to the growing public health danger of
antibiotic resistance—of infections that cannot be cured with
traditional antibiotics, for example new strains of salmonella e-
coli; campylobacter, and enterococci. EU authorities are -
currently considering a banon all GE foods containing antibiotic
résistant' marker genes.

Increased Pesticide Res_idue‘s

Contrary to biotech industry propaganda recent studles have
found that US farmers growing GE crops are using just as many
toxic pesticides and herbicides as conventional-farmers, and in

some cases are using more. Crops genetically englneered tobe, .

herbicide-resistant account for 70% of all GE crops planted in

.1998. The so-called “benefits” of these herbicide-resistant crops

are that farmers can spray as much of a partlcular herbicide on
their crops as they want—Kkilling the weeds without damaging
their crop. Scientists estimate that herbicide-resistant crops
planted around the globe will triple the amount of toxic broad-
spectrum herbicides used in agriculture. These broad-spectrum
herbicides are designed to Ilterally kill everything green. The
Ieaders in blotechnology are the same giant chemlcal

GE-Fact Sheet, page 2




’ 'compames——Monsanto DuPont, AgrEvo Novartls and Rhone-» g

.Poulenc—that sell toxic pesticides. These companies are
_gengtically engineering plants to be resistant to herbicides that
“they manufacture so they can sell more herbicides to.farmers

who, in turn, can apply more poisonous herbrcrdes to crops to L

o Kilk weeds

Genetic Poﬂhtfoh', |

" “Genetic pollution” and collateral damage from GE field crops
- already have begun to wreak environmental
“havoc. Wind, rain, birds, bees, and insect. ‘
~pollihators -have begun carrying genetically-:
*.-altered pollen into adjoining fields, poliuting the
- DNA of crops of organic and non-GE farmers. An
By orgamc farm in Texas has been contaminated:
~;with genetic drift from GE crops on a nearby - -
" “farm and EU regulators are considering: settmg \
Coan, “ allowable limit” for.genetic contarnination of
‘hon- GE foods, because they don't believe.
" genetic pollution can be controlled. Becauss .~
‘theyiare alive, gene-altered crops are mherently
‘more-unpredictable than chemical poliutants—
: [}they can reproduce, migrate, and mutate. Once - .
released, it is virtually impossible-to recall genetlcally

*

.- Gene-splicing will inevitably result in

- dangerous surprises that damage pl
Researchers conducting experiment;
University several yedrs ago found thal
to resist viruses can cause the viru '
virulent forms Scienhsts in Oregon

whistle btowers rssued srmrlar warmng,
government approvai
called Rhlzobrum,mehtqli;' S

Geretic

./

By virtue of their
genetlcaﬂy engln

fengmeered organisms back to the, laboratory or the freld B F e

Damage to Beneficml Insects

and Soil Fert111ty

corn was poisonous to Monarch butterflies. The study adds toa -
- growing body of evidence that GE crops are’ adverser affecting:
a number of beneficial insects, including Iadybugs and
-lacewings, as well as beneficial soil mlcroorgamsms bees; and
" possrbly birds.

Creation of GE “Superweeds”
| and “Superpests”

produce their own pesticide presents dangerous problems.
Pests and weeds will inevitably emerge that are pesticide or
“herbicide-resistant, which means that stronger, more toxic ..
- .chemicals will be needed to get rid of the' pests. We are already
seeing the emergence of the first supemreeds as GE

' rbrcrde~ resistance traits to related weeds such’as:wild -

- mustard plants. Lab and field tests also indicate that common
plant pests such as cotton boll worms, living under constant
-pressure from GE crops, will'soon evolve into “superpests”

“-completely immune to Bt sprays and other envrronmentally

" Jorganic and sustalnable farmers whose biological pest
management practices will' be unable to cope with lncreasmg
' .numbers of superpests and superweeds.

Earher this year, Cornell University researchers made astartling 5
dlscovery They found that pollen from genetlcally englneered Bt ;

. Genetically engineering crops to be herbicide-resistantorto": -\ k

_“herbicide-resistant crops.such.as rapeseed’ anola) spread their. -

-sustainable blopestlmdes This will present a serious danger for’ IR

mg ras it has '

" been practiced for 12,000 years GE
~Terminator Technology will render see
- hundreds of millions of farmers who
seeds to purchase evermore expen
. inputs from a handful of global biot:
trend is not stopped, the patenting of t
producing animals will soon lead to un e
which farmers will lease their plants and animals rom blotech
conglomerates such as Monsanto and pay royalties on seeds
and offspring. Family and indigenous farmers will be driven off
the fand and consumers' food choices will be dlctated by a cartel
of transnational corporations. Rural communmes willbe
devastated.Hundreds of millions of farmers and agricultural
workers worldwide will lose their livelinoods. .

~r Ethical Hazards

s redu cos Ilvmg
urely .
life to bits of

d and’ rearranged
qualities, animals

~The genetrc engineering and patentl

" beings to the status of manufacturet
reductionist science,, blotechnology
information (genetic code) that can:
at whim. Stripped of their integrity-and

- who are merely objects to their"‘inve‘ht iil be treated.as -
such. Currently, hundreds. of genetically e gmeered “freak”

“animals are awaiting patent approval from thé federal -
government. One can only wonder, after the wholesale gene-

- altering and patenting of animals, wrll GE* deS|gner bables" be
next?

- GE-Fact Sheet, page 3‘
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Take Actlon \ ’

In YourLocal Community

Confact our Campaign Field Office, and volunteer to help
orgamze an OCA. chapter in your community.
Send emails to <campargn@orgamcconsumers org>

Call 218-726-1443 ‘Fax 218-726-1446
Write: OCA 6114 nghway 61" Little Marais, MN 55614

erculate our Food V’r’ida 2000 petition to identify as

many people as possible in your area who oppose GE foods
and factory farmmg and: ‘support organic agriculture. After these
_ L o ; petition names are collected we will set up-local data bases for
: e U e U e g . two-way communication.and mobilization. Help us find retail
What Can You :DO‘P Guldehnes stores and coops that will circulate our petitions and Action

5 g g . Alerts.. Make coples f 1l naterials and circulate them. .
for Local GE Grassroots Action- '

i Einnd ee electronic newsletter _»
Campaign Goals '(BioDemoér'aé News éi'ndfdbrjors and supporters for our work.

As the ant(-geneuc ¥ neenng campalgn in Eurape has shown, Tune into our OCA/BloDemocracy web site:
mass grassroots actlon is:th o stopping this technology and <http/iw purefoo d.org>.

moving agriculture in an‘organic and sustainable direction. The :

Organic Consumers Assogiation advocates the following Food for regular fews; updates ‘and Action Alerts.

Agenda 2000 as the foundatlon for our local-to- global campaign i

work: BT e e e T Orgamze fo ms protests and news-making events in

your local commumty.-

(1) A Global Moratorlum on all Genetically Engineered Foods
and Crops. Because these products have not been proven safe

for human health and the environment, they must be taken off | Pressure slected ubllc “officials, political candidates,
the market . : S and regulatory agencles,;o demand either an outright GE
. moratorium or:(a): comprehenswe mandatory labeling of all GE
g)rlcs:::I)'(z r’;aacr:grf‘;;zrm;:r?n[Eegl_":v:{;]eaph:;eo?:f (:' f'::;l::lt rial food and fiber products {(b) mandatory, stringent pre-market
9 Y 9 g g y safety-testing of all GE products; and (c) mandatory long-term

reducing the use of toxic chemlcals and animal drugs on
conventional farms by the year 2010: This phase-out will include
aban on the-most dangerous farm chemicals and animal feed o
additives: (antibiotics; hormones, and rendered animal protein) as Support this 'campeign by sending a tax deductable
Managoment Practoss feduca use oftoxi pesticides and donation to: Organic Consumers Association
chemical fertilizers throlgh natural composting, crop rotation, 6114 HWV 61, Little .Mara}ls, MN 556.1 4,

! or make your donation via the website at: .
cover crops, use of beneficial insects; etc.). hittp:// www.purefood.org . o7

liability insurance for GE corporations and labs.

(3) Convert Amefican agriculture to at least 30% Organic
by the Year 2010. We demand government funding and
impiementation of transition to organic programs so that

at least 30% of US (and global) agriculture is organic by the
Year 2010—with a strong emphasns on production for local
and regional’ markets by small and medium-sized-organic
farmers.

ORGANIC CONSUMERS ASSOCIATION, 6114 HIGHWAY 61, LITTLE MARAIS, MN, 55614 USA
TEL. 218-726-1443 FAX 218-726-1446 EMAIL: info@organicconsumers.org
| WEB PAGE: http://www.purefood.org o V

Food Agenda 2000 is a project of the Organic Consumers Association
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